
TOWN OF ACTON

INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

Date: September 11, 2009

To: Manager Department

From: Engineering Department
Bruce M. Stamski, P.E., Town Engineer/Director of Public Works

Re: Spruce Street Tulip Tree Hearing

Per the direction of the Board of Selectmen the Engineering Department has explored
alternatives to providing a Mass Architectural Access Board (MAAB) compliant sidewalk on
Spruce Street. As you are aware a tulip tree has grown over the years and its root system
has rendered the sidewalk impassable. Pedestrians have to enter the road at the tree
creating an unsafe situation. Spruce Street is a major walking route to the Gates School
and the West Acton Post Office’s parking lot is located directly across from the Tulip Tree.

Three proposals from citizens were submitted for consideration.

Mr. Aidan Smith of 61 Spruce Street submitted sketches of a very low cost (less than $500)
solution to the problem involving painted crosswalks. These alternatives would have the
school children crossing mid- block. The Police Department, School Department and The
Engineering Department are not in favor of this proposal. The area is very busy with cars
backing out of the Post Office, parents picking up their kids at Gates School and an
occasional bus. Having the children crossing the street in the middle of this traffic is an
unacceptable risk.

Mr Thomas Doolittle, a landscape architect submitted a report with sketches of a proposal
to have the sidewalk narrow to 3 feet in width, installing a curbing 10 inches high at the tree
and replacing 50 feet of sidewalk. The Engineering Department estimates the cost of this
proposal to be in the vicinity of $5000. Per Mr. Doolittle’s report “an interpretation of the
regulations should be sought” to confirm that the narrowing of the walk for a short distance
is acceptable. I have been in contact with the compliance officer at MAAB. He was to write
a memo on this, however he is on vacation until Monday. Assuming Mr. Doolittle’s proposal
is MAAB compliant the Engineering Department still has some major concerns and does
not recommend this proposal for the following reasons.

1. A 10 inch high curb (normal curb height 6 inches) coupled with the narrow width creates
a hazard to pedestrians. A miscue by a child on a bike, a person in wheelchair or using a
walker will have them falling into the street.

2. Our sidewalk plows need a minimum of 4’-6” clearance. The manufacture has told us that
the machine will flip over if it goes off a curbing more than 8 inches high. The Highway
Department will have to dispatch a snow blower to clear this area thereby slowing our
ability to get the sidewalks passable after a snowstorm.

3. The tulip tree will continue to grow. Since 1993 the tree has grown from 18 inches in
diameter to 24 inches. With the absolute minimum width of 3 feet butting up to the tree it
will only take a few years for the sidewalk to be non compliant in width.



4. This proposal requires installing granite curbing extending below the road surface by 14
inches. The Tree Warden has expressed concerns about damaging the root system of the
tree digging this deep 3 feet off the tree.

Mr Klinger, whose property abuts the tulip tree, suggests something similar to Doolittle’s
proposal with an added speed bump. Our objections to the narrow sidewalk are noted
above. Speed is not an issue so a speed bump is not recommended. His plan also requires
rerouting buses which would require approval of the School Department. He has an
estimate of $2500 which does not include the required curbing or the cost of the speed
bump. The total cost is probably 3 times his estimate.

The Engineering Department has identified two possible options to removing the tulip tree.

1. Obtain an easement from the Abutter (The Klingers) and relocate the sidewalk in back of
the tree. This would involve rebuilding 50 feet of walk and relocating the abutter’s
ornamental fence. The Engineering Department estimates this will cost in the vicinity of
$3500. The sidewalk will be 12.5 feet off the Klingers house at its closest and require
relocating a nicely planted garden area. I believe Mr. Klinger will Speak to the acceptability
of this option at the hearing.

2. Shift the sidewalk and Spruce Street over sufficiently to have a 5 foot wide sidewalk with
a 6 inch high curb within the Town’s Right of Way. To accomplish this 130 feet of roadway
and sidewalk will have to be removed and reconstructed. The roadway will have a slight
curve and have to have a painted centerline and fog lines (white lines near the edge of
pavement). The Engineering Department estimates the cost of this opting to be in the
vicinity of $17,000.

Recommendation

If an easement can be obtained from the Klingers I recommend relocating the sidewalk to
the back of tree.

If an easement can not be obtained I recommend removing the tree, repairing the sidewalk
and planting a replacement tree at a cost of around $2000.



Aidan SmithProposal



AidanSmith
61 SpruceSt.
Acton,MA

To: Townof Acton
SteveLedoux-Town Manager
BruceStamski-Engineering
PaulinaKnibbe- Chair,BoardofSelectmen

DearFriends:
I would like to presentto all ofyou aproposalthat I raisedduringthelast

Selectmen’sMeetingwherethetopicof theTulip freeon SpruceStreetwasdiscussed.
At that time, it appearedtomethatonly theremovalofthetreehadreceivedsignificant
considerationandcostestimating.DuringthatMeeting,I hadrequestedthatany andall
reasonableoptionsbeanalyzedandconsideredbeforeafmaldecisionwasreached. My
neighborMr. Klinger hasforwardedmesomeadditionaloptionsandestimatesrecently,
but I would verymuchlike to havethis optionaddedfor consideration.

Theproposalstartswith thecreationofa smallnewsidewalksectionon theeven
sideof SpruceStreet,connectingtheexistingsidewalkon ArlingtonStreetwith the
existingpavedlot for theUS PostOfficeproperty. Theestimatedlengthofnewsidewalk
is 8-10linear feet. TheTowncouldthenutilize anewpaintedcrosswalkconfiguration
thatwould crosssome(orall) ofthestreetentranceto thePostOffice parkinglot, then
crossSpruceStreetto connectwith theexistingsidewalkNorthofthefreethatis causing
the issue. I havecreatedseveralsketchesofthesiteincluding,an “as is” andthree
potentialcrosswalkoptions. I’m sureotherconfigurationsarepossibleaswell.

I haveseencrosswalksperformingsimilar functionsrecentlyin Harvard,MA
(GeneralStoreintersectionofRoutes110and Ill) aswell asinNorwichVT. In thecase
oftheNorwichVT example,thecrosswalkrunsthefbi! lengthofaparkinglot andgas
stationareain front ofageneralstore. The lengthofthatcrosswalkis easilytwo to three
timesthelengthoftheSpruceSt. PostOffice parkinglot.

Thankyou all in advancefor yourtimeandcontinuedinvestigationinto
alternativesolutionsto this issue.

Sincerely
AidanSmith

Attachments
“As Is” Sketch
ThreeOptional CrosswalkConfigurations



~:~7 9,~//VTZ7N~57__

-~ ~S?R~’c&S7 ~-

7/L r/~p

P O~Lcr~

~‘f/f’7/

~ z,1 ~ . . .. ~ ~

~/. ~i.~

t
)

K

N

44



F

6a~7 //vlzw ~r

,w 7~/~

A/~~~rn1c~(X-i~~I/’~

ft~i ~ ~

J~ti~i~q/~O~L~r~-~

1~ 112

!-~.~•i~a

~7PT7~,V~/

J

p
L

K

N

44



_TT~
2~37~,9,~L/NT7~W~57~

fREE

~ ~fRUC~ ~ST ~-

~ (1~:~1~) 7

7~

~ç~~m’iv~2

1~’~:72Z~~1ZZ1ZI~

s. ~ a

i~t~J/‘~~~!~ ~ (~//c~

L

K

N



/‘

QW€o, 5)r;/6
¼’ ~ fe

22~7,9g~/’V7DNsr

—C. \çf~UC&sr

ills’ P~uq1e~(X- Wg/A (~i~c”) JV~i/Sn/flva/k (C

1%222?~2/27/7”?~.~7

Lot
7PT/M z2~ p

H
/ I I / I I / / /.7. ./ , / - I

/ / / .‘ / / - / / / / F / / /
F’ / I’ / / / / ‘- / /~ ~ t

~

•N

N

“N
N

IL

H

N
N
‘4

44



Page1 of 1

Bruce Stamski

From: Robert Cowan

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2009 10:39 AM

To: Frank Widmayer

Cc: Bruce Stamski

Subject: Spruce St sidewalk

Putting a sidewalk on the other side of the Street would not be a safe recommendation. That would be just moving
the problem. Pedestrian traffic mingled in with vehicles turning and backing from the post office parking lot is not
the remedy to this problem. The current sidewalk would be safe with the removal of the tree in question.

Bob
Cowan

9/10/2009
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Bruce Stamski

From: JD Head Udhead @ mail.ab.mec.edu]

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2009 1:28 PM

To: Bruce Stamski

Cc: Manager Department

Subject: Re: FW: Alternative Proposal for Spruce Street Tulip Tree Issue

Beyond the safety issues we all have about kids walking behind the cars in the P0 lot, you
also have ADA compliance problems with the alternatives proposed. Crosswalks have to
be 90 degrees and there are specifics in regards to the curb cuts landing areas cross slope
etc... I would run it by Frank Ramsbottom before you go to far down the path of entertaining
the alternatives I guess option 2 is a possibility.

Just some food for thought.

9/10/2009



TomDoolittle Proposal



SidewalkRepairsatSpruceStreet
26April 2009

Background:
A large(60 ft. height, 18” cal.) tulip treeis growingatthebackedgeofthesidewalkon
SpruceStreet(acrossfrom theWestActonPostOffice), causingthesidewalkpavementto
lift andbuckleandcreatinganunsafeconditionforpedestrians,aswell asmakingthe
sidewalknon-compliantwith accessibilityrequirements.Thetown hasrecommended
removalofthetree,butresidentsin theneighborhoodareveryanxiousto seethetree
remain,asit is asignificantelementin thearealandscape.

I wasrequestedto reviewthegrowingconditionsofthetree,andthephysicalconditionof
thesidewalk,andprovideanalternaterecommendationfor preservingthetreewhile
makingthesidewalksafeandcompliantwith accessibilityregulations.

Thetownprovidedanexistingconditionssurveyto measbackgroundfor usein
developingalternatives.I alsomadetwo visitsto thesiteto takemeasurementsand
observethecurrentconditionsofthetreeandthesidewalk.

AccessibilityRegulations:
Therearetwo accessibilitystandardsthat applyto anybuilt environment:thefederal
Americanswith DisabilitiesAct (ADA), which hasdevelopeda setof guidelinesfor usein
thedesignandrenovationofbuildingsandsites,andtheMassachusettsArchitectural
AccessBoard(MAAB), which is a stateagencythathaspromulgatedits own regulations.
Generally,thetwo standardsareverysimilar, buttherearedifferencesbetweenthetwo.
Whenaprojectencountersanareawherethetwo arenot in agreement,it is usuallythe
“higher” standardthat is enforced.

In thecaseoftheSpruceStreetsidewalk,thecontrollingADA standardsarethosefor an
“accessibleroute” (Section4.3),which is appliedto all interior andexteriorwalkways.The
MAAB containsa similardefinitionfor anaccessibleroute(Section20),closelymatching
theADA standards,but alsoprovidesstandardsforWalkways(Section22),which
specificallycoverssidewalksand exteriorpathsthatarenotpartoftheaccessiblerouteto
a building orotherstructure.This setofstandardswouldbeconsideredthehigher
standardofthetwo, astheyapplyspecificallyto theconditionpresentedatthesite.

TheMAAB standardsfor walkwaysrequirethatthewidth ofa walkwaybe48” minimum,
not includinganyadjacentcurbstone,and anunobstructedtravelpathof 36” clearmustbe
provide.d.In my experience,theserequirementshavebeeninterpretedto allowthepaved
sidewalkto benarrowedto 36” for shortdurations(5’ or less)to allowpassagethrough
narrowopeningsorfor theplacementofsignage,utility poles,andotherelementsalong
theedgeofthewalkway.Theexistingconditionofthetulip treeI believewould fall under
this category.An interpretationof theregulationsshouldbesoughtto confirmthis
~interpretatiojiJhe regulationsareveryexplicit thatthetopof anycurbstonecannotbe
countedaspartoftheoverallwidth of thesidewalk.



Both theADA andMAAB standardsrequireamaximumcross-pitchof2% for
sidewalks/walkways,andamaximumslopeof 1:20alongtherunninglengthofthepath.

SiteInvestigations: -

My goal in lookingatthesitewasto determinewhatthepotentialwasfor reducingthe
cross-slopeof thesidewalkthroughtheloweringofthepavementor raisingofthecurbline;
andto assessthemeansfor achievingtheMAAB regulationsrelativeto walkways.

In lookingattheexistingconditionsof thecross-slope,theexistingcurbheight is roughly4-
1/2” (confirmedon thetown-providedsurvey).This heightis belownormalcurbheight
(typically6”), but notatypicalfor a bituminousconcretecurb that hasbeenin placefor
severalyears.Raisingthecurb to afull heightof6” will notby itselfsolvetheproblem.

I alsodid somediggingattheedgeofthesidewalkpavementadjacentto thetree,and
foundthat,while therearerootspresenton thestreetsideofthetree,theyappearto not
extendveryfartowardsthestreet,or atleastdive fairly quickly aroundtheimmediatearea
of thetrunk. Usingmy fingers,I wasableto excavatedownabout4-1/2”belowtheedgeof
theadjacentpavement;I believethatthereis moredepthavailable,butremovalof moreof
thesidewalkpavementwould berequiredto determinetheactualdepththatcouldbe-
safelyexcavatedwithoutfurtherdamagingtheroots.

Usingalevel, I measuredtheelevationfrom theroadsurfaceto thetop edgeoftheexisting
pavement,andfoundit to beapproximately15-1/2”. If I am correctin myassumption,the
differential betweentheroadsurfaceandthetop ofanyroot is about11”.

Thewidth from thefaceoftheexistingcurb to theedgeofthepavementatthenarrowest
pointadjacentto thetreeis approximately39.”.

Recommendations:
I believethat,with carefulexcavationaroundtheperimeterofthetree,additionaldepth
canbefoundabovethetreetoot system,allowingthepavementto beloweredmorethan
the4-1/2” I observed.If this is true,I believethatby buildinga curb that is approximately
10” tall, awalking surfacethatcomplieswith thecross-pitchand runningslope
requirementsofMAAB canbeconstructed.To do this, acurbthat is tallerthannormal
(probablyabout10” attheface)would haveto beinstalled,anda sectionofthesidewalk
about50’ longwould haveto bereconstructed.Thecurbheightis necessaryto createan
acceptablecross-pitch;thelengthofthesidewalkreconstructionis requiredto meetthe -

runningslopemaximumson eithersideofthetree.

Constructionofthecurbwouldbe amonolithiccurb,suchasgraniteorprecastorcast-in-
placeconcrete.Thecurbwouldhaveto havesufficientdepthto resistoverturning:if
graniteor precastwereto beused,a bridgecurbsection,which is 24” deepinsteadofa
typical roadwaycurbof 18”, could bespecified.While a 10” high curb is averyhighin
comparisonto theexistingconditionor manycurbs,it is notunusual.As notedabove,



bridgecurbingis usuallyinstalledwith an8” or 10” face;in theCity ofBoston,curbheights
areexaggeratedat catchbasinsresultingin a 9” reveal.Also,manycommunitiesnowinstall
curbswith a 7” revealinitially, sothat whenthestreetis resurfaced,therevealwill still be
approximately6”. Thebiggestimpactof sucha high curbwouldbetheability (or lack
thereof)to opena cardooragainstit; in this particularinstance,carsareveryseldom
parkedalongthiscurb dueto thehead-inparkingspacesacrossthestreetatthepostoffice.

To meetthewidth requirementof MAAB, thenewcurbwould haveto beinstalledwith its
backfaceapproximatelyatthefront faceoftheexistingcurb; this would narrowthe
pavementwidth alongSpruceStreetby roughly 6”. Theexistingwidth ofthestreetis
roughly22 feetin this area;awidth of 21’-6” shouldnotbeproblematic,especiallygiven
thatthepostofficeparkingareais acrossthestreet,andthereis thereforenohardcurb line
on thatsideof thestreet.If thewidening-wasdoneasa gradualtaperthroughthelengthof
thesidewalkreconstruction,it is unlikelythat it would benoticed,particularlyasthe
existingcurb line is notperfectlystraight,with theStreetnarrowingto justover20’ to the
north ofthesite.

To meettherunningsloperequirementsof MAAB, approximately30’ ofsidewalkwould
haveto bereconstructedto thesouthofthetree,and10’ to 20’ feetto thenorth (this is
approximate;I did not havesufficientgradeinformationto establishanaccuratelength).

Severalpeoplehaveaskedmeif rubbersidewalkmaterialwouldbeappropriatefor the
reconstructedsidewalk.In general,I think this is fine, but I would limit therubbersection
to immediatelyaroundthetree.Theadvantageto a rubbersidewalkis that it would have
somegiveandflex if thetreerootscontinuedto grow,resultingin lessdeteriorationofthe
sidewalksurfaceandmaintaininga bettersurfaceforwalking. Thedisadvantageto the
rubbersidewalkmaterialis thatit comesin astandardthicknessof 1.875”,whereas
bituminousconcretecaninstalledin variablethicknesses.While 2” ofbituminousconcrete
wouldbethepreferredthickness,athinnercoursecouldbeusedto reduceoverall curb
height;bituminousconcretealsoprovidestheability to moldthematerialaroundthe
constraintsof therootsystem.

NextSteps:
I recommendthatthetown dosomefurther investigationaroundthetreeby demolishing
thesidewalkandhandexcavatingto determinethe exactlocationanddepthof thetree
roots andto developa final critical cross-sectionatthetreeto determinecurbheight,
whichwill setmanyparametersfor thework. I assumethatthetownwould install this
sidewalkrepairwith its ownforces,whichwouldallow greaterflexibility in developinga
designthatcouldeasilybe implementedon-site.
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Bruce Stamski

From: Thomas R Doolittle [trdoolit@mac.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 11,2009 12:30 PM

To: Bruce Stamski

Cc: Manager Department; Engineering Department; Municipal Properties Department

Subject: Re: Spruce Street Sidewalk

Bruce:
I apologizefor thedelayin responding- this hasbeenanunusuallybusysummer.

With regardto yourquestionsin theMay 28 message,I havenotobtainedan interpretationfrom
MAAB on this matteranddo not intendto: asI amneithertheproject’sproponent(thatwouldbe the
Town)ordesignerof record,it is not within my purview to seeksuchan interpretation;I can’tlegally
representtheTown in suchaprocess.However,Idid taketheopportunityto consultsomeofmy
professionalassociatesregardingthesuggestedapproach,includingthedisability coordinatorof amajor
institution in Cambridge,andtheycollectivelyagreedthatMAAB wouldhaveno issuewith it, asit
providesfunctionalaccommodation(the36” accessibleway) that meetstheunderlyingcriteriaof the
guidelines.In fact,onepersonsaidtheywouldn’t evenbothergoingto MAAB to seekavariance,partly
becauseit wassuchaminordeviationfromtheguidelinesthatMAAB wouldn’t beconcernedaboutit,
andpartlybecausetherewerelikely otherviolationsof theguidelineswithin thesidewalksystem.
Therewasalso no concernregardingthesuggestedincreaseto theheightof thecurbfrom an
accessibilityviewpoint.

As to diggingup thesidewalkto look at theroots,I wouldbehappyto observewhateveryou might turn
up. I work in Cambridge,soseeingthesiteat theend of thedaywouldbebestfor me.Iwill beon
vacationtheweekof Aug. 16-20.

Tom

On Jul 31,2009,at 10:51 AM, BruceStamskiwrote:

Tom,
The Selectmen want to reschedule the hearing on the Tulip Tree. Please let me know by August
7th if you are planning to make a presentation at the hearing. Also if you want to dig around the
roots of the Tulip Tree please give me a call so we can schedule.
Thanks,
Bruce M. Stamski
Town Engineer/Director of Public Works

From: Bruce Stamski
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2009 10:39 AM
To: ‘trdooIit@imac.com’
Cc: Manager Department; Engineering Department; Municipal Properties Department
Subject: Spruce Street Sidewalk

Tom,
As you are aware we requested the Selectmen to postpone the Spruce Street until this summer so
that you can obtain the additional information you requested.
We will be available to dig around the roots of the tulip tree after schools are closed for the

8/14/2009
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summer. We can obtain the location and elevations of the trees root system.
In your report you said that for your proposal to be acceptable “an interpretation of the regulations
should be sought to confirm this interpretation”. Have you obtained this interpretation? If you have
not please let us know when you do so we can reschedule the hearing.

Having said the above, please be advised I will not recommend the to Selectmen that a very high
curb coupled with a narrow sidewalk be constructed
regardless if it meets the regulations or not. The combination creates a hazard to pedestrians. In
addition we have to assume the tree will keep growing and that in a year or two we will have
additional root damage to contend with. I would be hard pressed to recommend spending
approximately 5K to build a substandard sidewalk which may have to be redone in a couple of
years.

Sincerely,
Bruce M. Stamski
Town Engineer/Director of Public Works

8/14/2009
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Bruce Stamski

From: Michael Klinger [mklinger@anzuglobal.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2009 7:56 AM
To: Bruce Stamski; Manager Department; Steve Ledoux; Municipal Properties Department

Cc: trdoolit@ mac.com

Subject: RE: Spruce Street Sidewalk options

Attachments: sidewalk paving Nashoba estimate TREE.doc; New Compressed (zipped) Folder.zip

Steve and the Town,

For the Town Meeting on 9/14, would like to propose a fourth option regarding the Tulip Tree in West Acton. Would
appreciate five minutes of your time to present this at the meeting at 8:15PM.

Option 4- rebuild 80’ of sidewalk to gradually raise and lower the sidewalk to accommodate the current bump. Put in a
speed bump near the tree, reroute bus traffic to the service road and use a geotextile porous fabric for the area around the
roots to allow for gradual expansion from any root growth.

1) The COST to regrade the sidewalk is approximately $2500(see attached quote from Nashoba paving)
2) The SAFETY concern expressed by multiple parents in the neighborhood relates to buses using Spruce

street, as opposed to the Service road and cars using the road as a pass through(see speed bump). If the
two feet of sidewalk is improved, that is an added plus.

3) LONGEVITY of a repair needs to be determined by pulling up the sidewalk and looking at the roots. Mr.
Tom Doolittle has offered to work with the Town Engineer to schedule a time to do this. Have spoken to
two tree stewards at Copp Tree Company and McFerridge Tree Service who both stated that tree roots
grow slowly and it is not likely that further sidewalk damage would occur in 7-10 years, if at all. Final
determination would come from reviewing the roots.

4) Wheel Chair Accessiblity would be accomplished through redoing the sidewalk. Met with the person
who evaluates whether a repair is wheelchair accessibile. She said this solution would be acceptable. She
also indicated that in walking with a cane the half-mile to our house, she encountered at least five areas of
sidewalk that were not accessible to wheelchairs. On the same street that children walk to school in the
mornings, one owner has repaved the sidewalk and parked multiple cars so the sidewalk cannot be used
(picture beloww tulip tree in bckgrnd) and further up, at Sweet Bites Café, with extensive daily foot traffic
the sidewalk is barely 24” wide for over 20’. It is not clearwhy a two foot bump will cause the town to
consider cutting down a 60’ tree, while 20’ of extremely narrow, difficult to pass, heavily trafficked sidewalk
will get overlooked for fifteen years. (see pictures attached).

5) The Town Engineer had suggested Option 2 an ‘Easement’ onto the Klinger property to redirect the
sidewalk. Have requested that Mr. Stamski walk us through exactly what this would entail. He has not
responded. Based on the drawings, however, it looks as if the sidewalk would cut into at least 30’ of our
property to redirect the sidewalk. This is the area where there is a 60’ garden. So it would cut the garden
in half. Our living room is also about 8’ from our garden. So the ‘easement’ would cut through half our
garden and bring strudents within five feet of our living room on a daily basis. For this ‘Easement’ will the
town pay for this access? What if we want to sell our property, will the Town let us revoke the ‘easement’?

This Tulip Tree was planted by the Nylander’s in the early 1960’s. It is over fifty years old, sixty feet tall and is one of the
few Tulip Trees in all of Acton. To cut this tree down would have both a negative aesthetic and environmental impact on
the neighborhood. The towns of Boston, Cambridge and Concord, for example, routinely come up with strategies to save
and maintain historic trees in their neighborhoods. Am confident that the Town of Acton will be able to do the same.

Over 40 concerned citizens in the neighborhood have expressed concern over the response from the Town. Journalist
from the Beacon have also interviewed the owners regarding the Tulip Tree. So it is likely with more exposure there will be
even more concern about alternatives to removing the tree.

Thank you for your time. (routinely blocked sidewalk picture below, Tulip tree in background)

9/10/2009
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MICHAEL KLINGER
239 ARLINGTON STREET, ACTON, MA 01720
MKLINGER@ANZUGLOBAL.QQM
http://www.anzuglobal.com/
PHONE: 978-263-7925
FAX: 978-429-0671

From: Bruce Stamski [mailto: bstamski@acton-ma.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2009 12:00 PM
To: Manager Department; Steve Ledoux; Municipal Properties Department
Cc: ‘trdoolit@mac.com’; ‘mklinger@anzuglobaLcom’
Subject: FW: Spruce Street Sidewalk options

Steve,
Per Selectwoman’s Fnedrichs request I am providing this update on the tulip tree.
The Engineering Department has identified 3 options.
Option 1- Remove the tree and plant another tree in a suitable location. $2000
Option 2. Obtain an easement from the abutter (the Klingers)and relocate the sidewalk behind the tree. $3500
Option 3. Rebuild 133 feet of Spruce Street and sidewalk $17,000.

Options 2 and 3 are shown on the attached Plan.

Mr. Doolittle has not responded to the communication below. I do not know if he has obtained the interpretation of the
regulations needed or if he still wants to pursue his ideas with the Board. We will be available to dig around the tree
anytime. I have copied him on this email

9/10/2009



Engineering Department Proposals



REBUILD 50’ OF SIDEWALK, REMOVE AND
REPLACE ORNAMENTAL WALL

$3,500 +/—

REBUILD 133’ OF ROAD, SIDEWALK,
CURB, AND 5’ TRANSITION

$17,000 +/—

TOWN OF ACTON ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

RUCE STREET SIDEWA
TULIP TREE OPTIONS

CTON.
LOCUS PLAN

GRAPHIC SCALE

1995\ARL—SPR—2009—09—03.dwg SCALE: AS NOTED DATE: 9/3/2009


